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Emperors, and that he can absolve from their allegiance the
subjects of unrighteous men. And when he declared Henry
IV deposed (for his pride, falsehood, and disobedience—the
marks of the unrighteous ruler, according to St. Augustine),
he adduced as a precedent the deposition (by the Pope, he
declared) of the last of the Merovingians and the elevation
of Pepin to the kingship; he quoted the instance of St.
Ambrose excluding Theodosius the Great from his church
until he had done penance for his sin in the massacre at
Thessalonica; and finally he produced his conclusive argu-
ment for the superiority of the sacerdotal over the royal
authority, for, he asked, what lay ruler can vie with the
humblest priest, who " can make with his own mouth the
Body and Blood of Our Lord " ? So was built up the claim
of the ecclesiastical department, and especially of the Pope
its head, to interfere within the temporal department when-
ever the moral law was in question. Kings are liable to papal
judgment, while the Pope can be judged by no man. The
Gelasian doctrine of the two powers was still maintained, but
the extension of the ecclesiastical sphere left little scope for
secular independence.
The papal case, worked out in accordance with medieval Th.e imperial
ideas, was certainly a strong one. But so, too, was thepomto VUIW
imperial. It started from the same premises and arrived at
the opposite conclusion. The king was willing to admit the
divine origin of papal authority, though he considered his
own to be overriding. He could not deny his duty of obed-
ience to God's commandments, but he could claim that he
was following Augustine more truly than the Pope.1 For
Augustine had clearly contemplated a secular head of the
Church upon earth, taking Constantine as his model. Charle-
magne followed implicitly the teaching of his favourite book,
Augustine's City of God, and believed it to be his first duty
to enforce obedience to God; later Emperors, such as Otto
III, Henry II, and Henry III, acted in the same spirit. All
of them treated the ecclesiastical department as subordinate
to them. The Papacy could produce precedents for its claim
1 It may be noted that one of the sturdiest champions of Henry IV against
Gregory VII, the anonymous writer of the treatise significantly entitled
Liber de unitate eccksiae, quoted at length from the City of God, especially
Book XIX.

